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Besides the moral and spiritual
teachings they contain, the Baha i
Writings articulate a number of
profound philosophical and
metaphysical concepts and
propositions.
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While some of these make clear

references to classically-received

notions (e.g., Abdu |-Baha suse
of Aristotle s chainof being ),
others are essentially new (e.g.,
Abdu [-Baha s particular way of

distinguishing the concepts of

emanation and manifestation).
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Our task (programme) isto bring
together classical notions, Baha i
notions, and modern notions In
one unified system.

The most fundamental logical
notion Is the causality relation,

symbolized by the arrow - .
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Where A and B are any two
phenomena, we write A — B to mean
B exists by virtueof A, read
equivalently as A causesB. Abdu |
Baha affirms that existence without a
cause Isimpossible. Thisleadsto the
first principle of causality, the
Principle of Sufficient Reason , first
explicitly enunciated by Lelbniz.
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C.1. Every existent phenomenon B IS
elther self-caused (salf-sufficient), B - B,
or else other-caused (exists by reason of
some other phenomenon), A - B, where
AZB, and never both.

The transitivity of causality follows
from the definition of that relation:
C2A-B&B-Cimply A-C.
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Abdu |-Baha describes (the essence of)
God as absolutely self-sufficient and the
ultimate cause of all existence. Hence,

we aSSUME:

G.1. There is a phenomenon G which Is
a cause of every phenomenon that ever

has or will exist. Thus, for Al
phenomena A, G- A.
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It follows iImmediately that G - G,
l.e., that G Is sdf-sufficient. G Is
also unigque, for assume there Is
another self-sufficient G . Then,
G-G -G (universality of Q).
But G cannot be both salf-
sufficent and other-caused (by C.
1) Hence G G .
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Causality may be indirect, A—B,

\C/
where A, B, and C are all different,
or else direct, A - B and there exists
no interpolant cause C.
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The primal will Is the first emanation
from God (SAQ). It Is aso the cause
of every other created thing (SAQ).
Thus, the primal will Is the only thing
directly caused by the essence of God.
But Abdu [-Baha aso says that Go
IS the origin of the cause of causes
Taking these latter to be the
I\/Ianlfestatlons (ref ToU)
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we thus have the following
relationships for the top part of
reality (existence):
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Comments. The arrow from G to PW is causality by emanation (SAQ).

The arrow from PW to agiven M involves both manifestation

(appearance of the PW is another form - recall Shoghi Effendi s

statement that each Manifestationisa complete incarnation of the

names and attributes of God (WOB)) and emanation (of the created soul of the
Manifestation). Causality of PW by G is certainly direct. However, taking into account
that the soul of each Manifestation has a discrete beginning, the causality of agiven M
by PW is (partialy) indirect.
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Let us call the self-sufficiency of G
acircular causal chain of length 1

G- G. Then C.1 and C.2 together imply
that there can exist no circular causal
chains of length greater than 1.

Suppose, for example that A - B and
B- A, with AZB (acircular causal chain
of Iength two).We thus have:
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A - B - A - B, which by transitivity
(C.2) saysthat A and B are each self-
caused and also other-caused (each
by the other). But this contradicts
C.1. Thus, such achan cannot exist.
A similar argument excludes all
causal chains of length greater than 1,
Whether f| nite or Infi nlte
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But what about infinitely-descending
causal chains? These are arbitrarily
excluded by classical philosophy (e.g.
Aristotle sprinciple of infinite
regression). However, Abdu |-Baha does
not specifically exclude them, saying
only that the process of causality cannot
goon indefinitely without there being
an ultimate, universal cause (TAF).
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In fact, in the Tablet of the Universe, Abdu |-
Baha specifically criticizes classical philosophy
for itsrefusal to deal adequately with the notion
of infinity. After all, the Primal Will is capable
of creating an infinity of universes, of
Manifestations, or of human beings (ToU), why
not causes? Indeed, he specifically refersto the
PW asthe cause of [multiple] causes .
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In other words, God Is the ultimate cause of the
process of causation, and not just first in a
chain of causes. Since classical philosophy

held that causal chains could only be of finite
length, all chains had to begin with

the one uncaused (universal) cause:

G-A, -& - A, wherewe can suppose,

without loss of generality,
that every causal arrow isdirect.
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Under this assumption, every
existent is only afinite causal
distance from the PW, and thus from

G (God).

opy! ,
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However, Abdu |-Baha s cause of [all]
causes suggests metacausality |, I.e,
that the PW is the cause not just of other
Individual causes but also of systems of
causality. In the case of a system made
up of an infinite causal chain, we would
thus have the following relationship with
the PW.
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Comments. (1) By C.2, as soon as PW causes any member of the
chain, it thereby causes all subsequent members of the chain.

(2) Every member of the chain is an infinite causal distance from
PW (i.e., thereis an infinity of interpolants between PW and each
given member of the chain). (3) The chain does not have to be
discrete, but can be dense or even saturated. (4) More
fundamentally, PW is here viewed as the ultimate cause of the
system itself and not just of itsindividual components. (5) PW
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could also bethefirst element of a half-infinite dense chain,
In which case, again, each subsequent member of the chain
would have an infinite causal distance from PW:

PN& & & A-& &

The point of all of thisisthat logic does not compel usto
consider only finite causal chains, nor does it restrict us
to only one type of infinite chain. We can thus see that the
structure of reality in terms of causality alone could be
extremely rich, with many different causal schemata.
However, we will now consider other relations between
and among phenomena.
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Composites and Entities

Nature is that condition, that
reality, which in appearance
consists in life and death, or, in
other words, In the composition
and decomposition of all things .

v
(Abdu [|-Baha, SAQ)
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Moreover,

This Nature Is subjected [ by
God] to an absolute organization,
to determined laws, to a complete

order . . . It has no intelligence,

nowill (Ibid.)
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Thus, material entities are composites
(having other material entities as
components), whereas spiritual entities

(such as the hum
noncomposites (

an soul) are
Unified wholes).

Collections of entities (think of the set of
two souls) are also composite, asis clear
(having each of the two souls as a

component).
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We will represent the componenthood
relation by the symbol 1. Thus, where A
and B are two phenomena, ALIB means
A Isacomponent of B . Itishere
understood that for A to be a component
of B, A and B must be different. We thus
explicitly assume:
E.1. For al phenomena A, ALIA. No
phenomenon Isa component of Itself.
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In the light of E.1, we thus have that every
phenomenon B Is elther composite (ALIB
for some A*B) or else simple, 1.e,,
noncomposite (for no A does ALIB hold). It
IS clear that noncomposites are entities

(what Abdu |-Bahacalls beings ), anditis
also clear that some, but not all, composites
are entities.
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For example, your body Is an entity, but
the above exampl e of the set consisting
of your soul and my soul is not an entity.
Among composites, how to distinguish
between those that are entities and those
that are not entities? We know that
spiritual entities are ssmples and that the
essence of God, G, i1s spiritual. Thuswe
have:
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E.2. G IS honcomposite.
More generally, apurely logical
necessary condition for entityship
was given in 1925 by John von
Neumann, one of the greatest
thinkers of the 20th century.
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E.3. If aphenomenon B is an entity, then
BLIC, for some C+B.

Thus, composites have components, while
entities are components. Since we assume
noncomposites to be entities, they are all
components, by E.2. We thus have the
following ontological categories with
respect to entityship and componenthood.
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Phenomena can be simple or composite.
They can also be components or not.
Finally they can

be entities (beings) or not. All ssimples are
entities and thus components. Some
composites are entities and

some are not. Let V symbolize the
collection of all components. Then, we
have the following relationships:
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V= all components

ssmples entities
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Let ususetheterm system for
composites generally (whether
components or not). We use the
componenthood relationship to define
another containment notion that applies
only to systems. Given two systems A and
B, we say that A Is asubsystem of B,
written ALIB, If every component of A IS
al SO & component of B.
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L et us now consider again the
collection V of all components of
systems. Every system A that Is

not a component of V will be a
subsystem of V, since every
component of A will also be a
component of V. Thus, every existing
phenomenon Is either a component of
a subsystem of V.
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Thus, V Isthe universe of existence
since every existent iscontained inV
elther as a component or a subsystem
(and, In some cases, both). In particular,
the noncomposite entity G is a component
of V. Thisisjust a convoluted way of
saying God exists .

Also, since G Isauniversal cause,

G-V.
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We now need to think about the
Interactions between the relations

of causality and composition. Since any
composite will depend on its parts
(Whether components or subsystems), we
have the following potency principle :
EC.1. If A- B and E iIsacomponent or a
subsystem of B, then A - E.
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Thelogic of EC.1 isthat any
phenomenon A that is capable, In
and of i1tsealf, of producing (the
whole of the) phenomenon B must,
In the process of so doing, produce
all of the parts of which B Is
constituted.
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Another principle linking causality and
composition isthe limitation principle
EC.2. If E isacomponent of B, B cannot
be a cause of E.

Here, the smple point isthat B only
exists when all of 1ts components exists
and thus cannot have pre-existed one of
Its own components (on which its
existence depends).

Copyright 2008, The Estate of Source: The William S. Hatcher Library. Can be used under terms of the Library s 37
William S. Hatcher license found at http://william.hatcher.org/license



Thus, EC.2 says that a whole cannot
be a cause of one of its own
components. However, the contrary
case Is not excluded. For example, G
Is part of reality V and G causes 'V
(which, by EC.1, tells us that G must

be self-caused, but we already knew
that).
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Vaues

A third relation that helps articul ate

the structure of reality isthe value
relation, which applies only to beings

(entities) and not to arbitrary
composites. Thus, where A and B are
entities, A=B meansthat A ishigher
(no less valuable) than B .
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It may well be that two different beings
A and B have the same value, A=B, A<B
and AZB. It is also possible that two
different entities are valuewise non
comparable (A#B, but neither A=B nor
A<B hold). However, thereis an
Important principle linking causality and
value, the refinement principle:
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V.1. Where A and B are entities, If
A - B, then A=B.
The refinement principleis aprecise
formulation of the philosophical
principle, explicitly endorsed by

Abdu |-Baha, that acause must be
greater than its effect . It remainsto gain
some idea of what greater than means.
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For material (composite) entities,
greater than means essentially
more structurally complex than .

Thus, humans are above animals,

which are above plants, which are

above minerals. Thisis clear from

Abdu [-Baha smany statements

of the Chal N of bel ng (e.g., SAQ)
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For abstract (ssmple) entities, the
value relation is that of universal to
particular. Abdu |-Bahahas said
(TU) that, in this hierarchy,
everything is universal to what iIs
below It and particular to what Is
above it. Thisisillustrated by the
following example, essentially due
to Plato.
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The universal human, embodied (realized) in the
Person of the Manifestation.

SW The individual human soul, which imperfectly
(relatively) reflects but does not attain absolutely the
Attributes of God.

The human body, which is a (temporary) vehicle of the
Soul, and inhabits three dimensions.

MW

Any two-dimensional image of the body, such as
areflection inamirror.
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